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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to Applicant's Amendment, filed on 02 May 
2006. 

2. Claims 2-21 are pending in this application. Claims 2, 17, and 20 are 
independent claims. In the Amendment filed on 02 May 2006, 2-21 are added and claim 
1 was cancelled. This office action Is made final. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on 02 May 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection as follows. This office action is made 
final. 

Applicant argues that Desmond and Hanson neither singularly nor in combination 
teach the limitations of claim 2 (Applicant's argument, Page 6). Taking said argument 
into consideration, new grounds of rejection are introduced as follows. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2-5, 17-18, and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cheung et al. (hereinafter "Cheung") (U.S. Patent Application 
Publication Number 2002/0169760) in view of Walker et al. (hereinafter "Walker") (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication Number 2001/0024491). 

Referring to claim 2, Cheung is teaches the limitations: 
A method, comprising: 

"receiving one or more bid amounts for a keyword, wherein each bid amount is 
associated with a listing" (Paragraph 0025, Paragraph 0104, and Paragraphs 0091- 
0093); 

"returning one or more listings responsive to a query associated with the 
keyword, wherein the listings are organized in an order associated with the respective 
bid amounts of the responsive listings" (Paragraphs 0028 and 0106 ) ; and 

"receiving an indication that a selected listing included in the responsive listings 
has been selected" (Paragraphs 0104-0105); 

Cheung does not explicitly disclose the limitation: 

"crediting to an entity that received a corresponding bid amount of the selected 
listing from an advertiser, a portion less than the full amount of the corresponding 
selected listing bid amount" . 

Walker teaches the limitation: 
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"crediting to an entity that received a corresponding bid amount of the selected 
listing from an advertiser, a portion less than the full amount of the corresponding 
selected listing bid amount" (Paragraph 0019). Walker teaches revenue sharing among 
content providers and service providers. Therefore, part of the full amount is credited to 
a partner of the revenue sharing plan (i.e., an entity that received a corresponding bid 
amount of the selected listing from an advertiser), which is obviously less than the full 
amount of the corresponding listing bid amount. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the method of Cheung with the feature of revenue 
sharing as taught by Walker so that the combined method would comprise crediting to 
an entity that received a corresponding bid amount of the selected listing from an 
advertiser, a portion less than the full amount of the corresponding selected listing bid 
amount. One would have been motivated to do so in order because revenue sharing 
among good/services provides by pooling goods and services is a well known business 
practice. 

Claims 17 and 20 are rejected on the same basis as claim 2. 
Referring to claim 3, Walker teaches the limitation: 

"further comprising crediting to a provider that returned the local business listings 
responsive to the query a portion less than the full amount of the corresponding 
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selected listing bid amount" (Paragraph 0019). Walker teaches revenue sharing among 
content providers and service providers. 

Claim 18 and 21 are rejected on the same basis as claim 3. 

Referring to claim 4, Walker teaches the limitation: 

"wherein addition of the portion credited to the entity and the portion credited to 
the provider equals the full amount of the corresponding selected listing bid amount" 
(Paragraph 0019). Walker teaches revenue sharing among content providers and 
service providers. 

Referring to claim 5, Cheung teaches the limitation: 

"wherein the listing is one or more of the following: a directory assistance listing 
and a local business listing" (Paragraph 0014-0015 and 0091). 

6. Claim 6-7 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cheung in view of Walker and further in view of Reichardt et al. (hereinafter 
"Reichardt") (U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0124255). 

Referring to claim 6, Cheung in view of Walker does not explicitly teach the 
limitation: "wherein at least one of the one or more bid amounts is based at least in part 
on a time value". 

Reichardt teaches the limitation: "wherein at least one of the one or more bid 
amounts is based at least in part on a time value" (Paragraph 0086 and 0090). 
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At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of listings based on time-slots as taught by 
Reichardt to the method of Cheung in view of Walker so that in the resultant method bid 
amount for listings will be based on a time value. One would have been motivated to do 
so in order to enhance advertising and merchandising opportunities (Reichardt, 
Paragraph 0009). 

Claim 19 is rejected on the same basis as claim 6. 

Referring to claim 7, Reichardt teaches the limitation: 

"wherein the time value is associated with a time at which a corresponding listing 
is selected" (Paragraph 0086 and 0090). 

7. Claim 8-10. 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cheung in view of Walker and further in view of Bedingfield SR (hereinafter 
"Bedingfield") (U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2004/0260604). 

Referring to claim 8, Cheung in view of Walker does not explicitly disclose the 
limitation: "wherein at least one of the one or more bid amounts is based at least in part 
on a distance value". 

Bedingfield teaches the limitation: 

"wherein at least one of the one or more bid amounts is based at least in part on 
a distance value" (Figure 5, Paragraph 0008-0009 and 0021 . i.e. The selected one or 
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more advertiser entries may by presented based on at least in part on tlie user 
measured location information and the advertiser measured location information of the 
selected one or more advertiser entries.). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of listings based on distances as taught by 
Bedingfield to the method of Cheung in view of Walker so that the resultant method 
would also comprise bid amounts which are based at least in part on a distance value. 
One would have been motivated to do so in order to provide location-based services 
(Bedingfield, Paragraph 0005). 

Referring to claim 9, Bedingfield teaches the limitation: 

"wherein the distance value is associated with the distance between a 
location associated with a listing and a location associated with one or more of the 
following: the query, a user of the query, and the provider" (Figure 5, Paragraph 0008- 
0009 and 0021 , i.e. The selected one or more advertiser entries may by presented 
based on at least in part on the user measured location information and the advertiser 
measured location information of the selected one or more advertiser entries.). 

Referring to claim 10, Bedingfield teaches the limitation: 

"wherein the listings are responsive to the query only if the listings are associated 
with a location within a distance value from a location associated with one or more of 
the following: the query, a user of the query, and the provider" (Paragraphs 0021-0025). 
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Referring claim 14, Bedingfield is directed to the limitation: 
"wherein query is associated with an interactive voice response system" 
(Paragraph 0004). 

8. Claim 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cheung in view of Walker and further in view of Ponte (U.S. Patent Number 7047242). 

Referring to claim 1 1 , Cheung in view of Walker does not explicitly teach the 
limitation: "wherein receiving the one or more bid amounts for the keyword includes 
synchronizing a shared database with one or more databases of one or more entities 
from which the one or bid amounts are received." 

Ponte teaches the limitation: 

"wherein receiving the one or more bid amounts for the keyword includes 
synchronizing a shared database with one or more databases of one or more entities 
from which the one or bid amounts are received" (Figure 4, Column 5 Line 59 through 
Column 6 Line 41, Figure 31, Column 57 Lines 7-17, and Column 60 Lines 51-56). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of a shared database which is connected to 
one or more databases for business listings as taught by Ponte to the method of 
Cheung in view of Walker so that the resultant method would comprise receiving the 
one or more bid amounts for the keyword includes synchronizing a shared database 
with one or more databases of one or more entities from which the one or bid amounts 
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are received. One would have been motivated to do so in order to target a wide range of 
users who may be interested in a wide range of goods and services (Ponte, Column 1 
Lines 3-36). 

Referring to claim 12, Official Note is taken that the concept of synchronizing 
databases periodically is notoriously well known in the art. 

Referring to claim 13, Ponte is direct to the limitation; 
"wherein the databases of entities includes at least two databases of different 
formats that synchronize with the same shared-database" (Ponte, Figure 4). 

9. Claim 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cheung in view of Walker and further in view of Tibbetts (U.S. Patent Number 
6158044). 

Referring to claim 1 5, Cheung in view of Walker does not explicitly teach the 
limitation: '^fvherein crediting to the entity includes placing transaction data in a queue". 
Tibbetts teaches the limitation: 

"wherein crediting to the entity includes placing transaction data in a queue" 
(Column 10 Lines 13-16). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of transaction queuing as taught by Tibbetts to 
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the method of Cheung in view of Walker so that the resultant method would comprise 
transaction queuing. One would have been motivated to do so simply because 
transaction queuing is well known in the art. 

Referring to claim 16, Tibbetts teaches the limitation: 

"wherein the transaction data is associated with a metadata that can be used to 
recover the crediting from a failure" (Column 11 Line 20 through Column 12 Line 16 and 
Column 25 Lines 10-20). 
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Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated tine new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
\h\s Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO IVIONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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